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Mr.  P- 


TT’s  SPEECH.  ' 

-  X.  -  /  s , 


T'HE  honourable  Gentleman,  Sir, 
has  made  many  extraordinary 
diftinddions,  in  a  very  extra¬ 
ordinary  manner;  and  indeed  it  is 
allowed,  on  all  hands,  that  he  is  a 
very  extraordinary  orator :  he  has  told 
us.  Sir,  that  though  he  has  fpoke  a 
fecond  time,  yet  that  he  has  fpoke  but 
once.  He  has  endeavoured,  indeed, 
to  avoid  the  abfurdity,  by  faying, 
“  That  he  only  finifhed,  what  he  de- 
“  fignedly  left  imperfect”  And  I  fup- 
pofe  he  would  infer  that  he  delivered 
only  one  fpeech :  but  I  think  that  even 
this  expedient  will  not  do,  for  I  have 
always  confidered  the  fentiments  that 
a  gentleman  thinks  fit  to  deliver  at 

A  2  once 
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.  (  4  ) 

once,  as  one  fpeech,  whatever  other 
fentiments  he  may  fuppofe  to  be  con¬ 
nected  with  them;  and  that  if  a  gentle- 
man  who  has  fpoke^  once,  thinks  fit, 
after  others  have  replied,  to  fpeak  a- 
gain,  he  not  only  fpeaks  twice,  but 
makes  two  fpeeches :  however,  as  the 
Houfe  has  indulged  him,  I  fhall  con¬ 
sider  only  what  he  has  faid. 

'  -  *  ■  '  •*  t  - 

*-  , 

He  has  faid,  Sir,  much  in  praife  of 
himfelf  and  much  to  the  difadvantage 
of  others ;  he  has  told  us,  tc  how  he 
“  fought  for  merit  wherever  it  was  to 
“  be  found  ;  how  he  found  it  in  the 

“  mountains  of  the  north ;  how  this 
“  merit  was  an  intrepid  race  of  men ; 

“  how  he  drew  this  intrepid  race 

*  •  • 

“  into  our  fervice ;  and  what  ad- 
“  vantages  we  have  derived  from 
“  them.” 

*  ,  • 

'  -  :  f  ■  .  1  ■  '  ■ 

He  has  alfo,  with  his  ufual  mo- 
-defty,  told  us,  “  That  no  minister  ever 

fought 


<  '5  ) 

•  r  7  r  »  • 

fought  for  merit  before  him  j”  and 
infinuated,  that  the  prefent  Miniftry 
are  the  puppets  of  clandeftine  power. 


I  *  ,-r  > 
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w  r  w  f 

As  to  the  encomium  on  himfelf,  I 

1 

lhall  leave  him  in  the  peaceable 'pof- 
fellion  of  all  the  honour  he  can  derive 


r  r 


from  it :  as  for  his  condemnation  of 


•  i*i  » 


fj  1  (i  ,  y 

others,  it  has  little  to  do  with  the 

»  *  ■*  ■  ■  * 

quellion  in  debate,  and,  as  far  as  it  is 

*  •  >  ,  . 

pertinent  it  has  been  effectually  an- 
fwered  already  ;  I  ffiall  therefore  take 

i 

no  notice  of  that,  but  endeavour  to 
give  fome  reply  to  fucli  part  of  his 
harangue  on  the  fubjecff  of  the  day  as 
I  underhand,  and  point  out  fucli  parts 
as  I  do  not,  to  the  attention  of  gentle- 

•  *  -»  r  ►  ...  ^  »  I 

men  of  fuperior  penetration. 

j  f :  ’  ^  r  •  ■  *  h  J  ‘  •  *  *"  ! r  ■  f  **  Q  f  r 

4  f  t  •  *  *  f  r 

It  is,  indeed,  common  for  this  Gen- 

7  7 

'  1  *  /  .  f  k  * 

tleman  to  get  out  of  light:  it  is  his 

cuftora  to  mount  a  kind  of  Rhetorical 
Ladder,  to  IhufHe  the  dull  off’  his 

*  •  •  f  • 

feet  into  the  eyes  of  thofe  that  look 

•  •  lip 
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tip  after  him,  and,  when  he  is  got  to 
the  top,  to  amufe  thofe  that  can  hear 
him,  with  fome  choice  fragment  from 
the  wonderful  llorehoufe  of  his  me¬ 
mory,  as  he  has  to  day  by  the  fcrap 
of  a  ballad  by  Prior.  I  mull  confefs — 
“  I  love  to  be  explicit,”—  that  he  puts 
me  in  mind  of  other  ingenious  gen¬ 
tlemen,  great  climbers,  who,  under 
pretence  of  fweeping  a  chimney, 
clamber  to  the  top  and  then,  call  a 
coach. 

However,  ‘let  us  take  this  Gentle¬ 
man  down  from  his  altitude,  fet  him 
upon  plain  ground,  and  hear  what  he 
l>as  to  fay  for  himfelf. 

*  •  -V 

He  tells  us,  that  Americans  are 
not  baftards  ;  that  he  comes  not  arm¬ 
ed  at  all  points  with  law-cafes  and 
afls  of  parliament ;  with  the  llatute- 
book,  doubled  down  in  dog’s-ears, 

•*  t 

to  defend  the  caufe  of  Liberty ;  but 
that  upon  a  general  and  conftitutional 
4  principle 
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principle  he  -will  defend  Liberty  a- 
gainft  any  man.  '  -  . 

r  ‘  *  .  .  . 

Now,  Sir,  admitting  all  thefe  afler- 

tions,  what  relation  have  they  to  the 
point  in  debate  ?  No  gentleman  in  this 
Houfe  has  pretended  that  the  Britilli 
fubje<5ts  in  America,  have  not  the  fame 

privileges  with  the  Britifh  fubjetts  in 
England. 

•  /K  *  A  mm  »  %  *  »  • 

*  7 

»  s~  »  %  .  1 

It  is  true,  flatute-books  have  been 
doubled  down,  that  particular  parts 
might  be  eafily  referred  to,  in  order 

to  afcertain  what,  in  a  particular  in- 
Itance,  is  law :  and  this  might  furely 
be  done  with  propriety ;  for  if  not  by 
the  books  that  contain  our  laws,  it  is 
difficult  to  know  by  what  our  laws  can 
be  afcertained.  But  when  this  Gentle¬ 
man,  with  his  ufual  eloquence,  tells 
us  that  thefe  books  are  doubled  down 

r  #  »  I 

in  dogs-ears,  he  feems  to  fuppofe  that 
the  propriety  of  doubling  them  down 

will 


C  8  ) 

will  vanifh,  and  indeed  to  infinuate 
that  the  ftatute-books  themfelves 
fhottld  be  held  as  cheap  as  another 
great  friend  to  Liberty  held  Magna 

Charta,  when  he  thought  fit  to  change 

% 

the  word  Charta  into  another  of  no 
very  delicate  or  refpe<5lable  mean¬ 
ing  *  y  • 

J'-  *  "  *  *  •  r  r  r  |  «  » 

*  *  ,  *  i  «  .k  *  .  1  *  .  V  i  ,  I  f 

I  fhall,  however,  take  no  further 

♦ 

notice  of  this  Gentleman’s  oratory 
or  his  witticifms,  but  try  if  among  all 
the  fhreds  of  tinfel  and  fringe,  trope 
and  metaphor,  which  he  has  liber- 
ally  fcattered  about,  I  can  find  com¬ 
mon  fenfe  enough  to  patch  into  an 
argument. 

*  t  n  "  •  *  ■  *■  -  k 

Tlie Honourable  Gentleman  has  told 
us  that  England  has  no  right  to  tax 
America,  becaufe  Taxation  is  no  part 

...  /  *  •  *  /  l  1  9  *  -i  V  f  jik  /  *  •  -  -a.  m  -  ■  »  . 

*  When  Oliver  Cromwell  was  told  that  fomething 
he  was  doing  was  contrary  to  Magna  Charta;  he  cried 
out  don’t  tell  me  of  your  Magna  F~~rta,  I  fay  it  (hall 
done* 

-  of 
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of  the  governing  or  legiflative  power; 
becaufe  the  Taxes  are  the  gift  and 
grant  of  the  Commons  alone  ;  and  be¬ 
caufe  in  the  Britifh  Houfe  of  Com¬ 
mons  the  Americans  are  not  virtually 
represented. 


This  Argument  takes  for  granted 
that  no  Britifh  Subject  can  be  legally 
taxed,  that  is  not  virtually  represent¬ 
ed.  But  a  great  number  of  Britifh 
Subjects  in  this  Kingdom  have  been 
taxed  ever  fmee  taxes  have  been  raifed, 
though  they  have  not  been  virtually 
represented :  it  is  therefore  to  be  pre¬ 
sumed  that  they  have  been  legally 
taxed;  that  they  have  been  taxed  con¬ 
fidently  with  that  conflitution  or  form 
of  government,  which  has  long  been, 
and  is  now  eftablifhcd  among  us. 

The  Honourable  Gentleman  fup- 
poSes  that  the  taxes  arc  a  gift  of  the 
Commons,  and  that  taxation  is  no  part 

B  of 
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of  the  governing  or  legislative  power; 
now,  admitting  this  to  be  true,  can  it 
be  pretended  that  the  Commons  have 
not  a  constitutional  right  to  give  and 
grant  a  certain  proportion  of  the  com¬ 
mon  property  of  the  Kingdom,  that  is, 
of  the  Subjects  as  a  collective  body, 
for  public  purpol'es  ?  that  the  fame 
constitution,  under  which  they  hold 
this  right,  has  not  appointed  that  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  Shall  conSISl  of 
perions  chofen  by  the  Freeholders  and 

Freemen  of  Great  Britain  ?  that  is,  by 
perions  who  poSTeis  a  freehold  of  forty 
Shillings  a  year,  or  are  members  of 
Some  corporation,  to  which  the  right 
of  electing  Members  of  Parliament 
has  been  granted  ?  or  that  the  fame 
constitution  does  not  fuppofe  that,  al¬ 
though  thefe  electors  only  are  virtu¬ 
ally  reprefented,  yet  that  the  other 
Subjects,  at  leaf!  equally  numerous,  are 
legally  represented  by  the  fame  body, 
and  liable  to  contribute  to  whatever 
Sum  it  Shall  grant  ?  In 


(  II  ) 

in  arbitrary  governments  money  is 
raifed  by  the  will  of  the  Sovereign,  in 
ours  by  the  Commons,  in  concurrence 
with  the  Lords  and  the  King.  in  the 
Commons  the  power  is  lodged  or 
gi  anting  out  oi  the  common  purfe 
what  is  thought  requifite  for  common 
feivice  :  whether  it  is,  or  is  not  their 
property,  exclufivcly,  is  not  the  quef- 
tion:  they  give  what  is  and  is  not  their 
own  in  grants  that  refpeeft  the  Britifli 
fubjeefts  redding  in  Great  Britain,  when¬ 
ever  they  grant  a  fum  that  is  borrow¬ 
ed  at  intcreil,  and  tlie  intereft  of  which 
is  paid  by  a  tax  levied,  not  on  their 

own  property  only,  but  on  the  proper¬ 
ty  of  others. 


I  might  here  obferve,  that  though 
the  giant  is  the  aeft  of:  the  Commons 
alone,  yet  the  taxation  to  raife  the 
money  granted,  or  intereft  for  it  if 
borrowed,  is  the  a  (ft  of  the  legiflature, 
and  that  it  is  neceftary,  not  to  the  form 
•only,  but  to  the  eftence  of  taxation. 

b  2  that 
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that  all  parts  of  the  legiflature  fhonld 
concur. 

The  Honourable  Gentleman  has 
enquired  by  whom  the  Americans  are 
reprefented  ?  I  anfwer,  by  the  Britilh 
Houfe  of  Commons,  by  the  fame  body 
that  reprefents  all  the  fubjecls  in  Great 
Britain  that  have  no  vote  for  Members 
of  Parliament. 


As  to  the  rotten  parts  of  the  confti- 
•tution,  I  fliall  leave  them  to  be  made 
found  as  they  can :  I  am  not  to  confi- 
der  what  the  conftitution  might  be, 
but  what  it  is.  I  am  not  to  confider 
myfelf  as  in  Utopia,  but  in  Britain ;  I 
have  nothing  to  do  with  fpeculation 
concerning  liberty  in  general ;  nor  am 
I  to  examine  how  far  natural  liberty 
oup-ht  to  be  reftrained,  nor  in  what 
manner,  or  with  what  perfons,  a  com¬ 
mon  depofit  of  power  to  reftrain  it. 

may  be  bed  placed :  I  affirm  that,  by 

'  the 
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the  conftitution  of  Great  Britain,  every 
Subject  of  Great  Britain,  wherefoever 
he  is,  is  fuppofed  to  be  legally  repre- 
fented  by  perfons  chofen  by  Freehold¬ 
ers  and  Freemen  of  Corporations,  who 
alone  are  virtually  and  immediately 
represented  by  them. 


The  Honourable  Gentleman  feemed 
in  fome  degree  to  be  aware  of  this 
Argument,  by  turning  the  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  queftion  into  a  different 
channel ;  by  his  reproaching  the  Sta¬ 
tute  book  with  dog’s  ears ;  and  by  his 
declamations  in  favour  of  liberty  up¬ 
on  general  principles,  which  the  ver¬ 
tigo  of  his  brain  has  confounded  with 
liberty  upon  the  principles  of  a  parti¬ 
cular  conftitution. 


He  has  alfo  another  Subterfuge,  in¬ 
to  which  I  muft  follow  him,  though 
here  indeed  I  muft  leave  common 

fenfe 


1 


C  H  ) 

fenfe  behind  me  -  He  tells  us  that 
though  it  is  illegal  to  tax  the  Britilh 
fubjeHs  in  America  becaufe  they  have 
no  vote  lor  Members,  yet  it  is  legal  to 
tax  tlie  Britilh  fubjeefls  in  Britain  who 

,  not  » '  vote,  becaufe  many  of 
them  may  have  a  vote  if  they  will  • 
and  becaufe  many  of  them  have  an 
influence  over  thofe  that  have  votes 
already.  Now  upon  the  fame  princi¬ 
ples  it  might  be  proved  that,  it  being 
lawful  to  hang  a  man  who  has  com 
nutted  a  murder,  it  is  alfo  lawful  to 
hang  a  man  that  has  not  committed  a 
murder,  becaufe  many  men,  not  mur¬ 
derers,  might  Commit  a  murder  if 
they  would  j  and  many  fuch  men 
have  influence  over  others,  by  whom 

a  murder  may  happen  to  be  com¬ 
mitted.  • 

It  is  or  it  is  not  lawful  to  tax  a  fub- 
jeet  of  Great  Britain  not  virtually  re- 
prefented:  if  lawful  to  tax  fuch  fub- 


(  15  ) 

.  r  •  .  « 

je<5ts  in  England,  it  is  lawful  to  tax 
fuch  fubjcfts  in  America  ;  if  not  law¬ 
ful  to  tax  fuch  fubjcfts  in  America,  it 
is  not  lawful  to  tax  fuch  fubjcfts 
in  England ;  the  lawfulnefs  or  un- 
lawfulnefs  does  not  depend  upon  what 
men  may  be,  but  upon  what  they 
are  ;  and  there  is  the  fame  reafon  for 
a  fubjeft  here  to  refufe  to  pay  the 
tax  as  for  thofe  in  America. 

v  ’ ,  r 

The  Honourable  Gentleman  has 
been  pleafed  to  fay  he  is  glad  the 
Americans  have  refilled ;  he  is  glad 
therefore  that  the  fubjcfts  of  Great. 
Britain  in  America  have  broken  the 
laws  by  which  they  acknowledge 
themfelves  to  be  bound ;  have  vio¬ 
lated  the  public  peace,  and  injured 
pcrfonal  property,  becaufe  they 
thought  fit  to  determine  what  Aft  of 
the  Britilh  Parliament  was  or  was  not 
conllitutional.  J 

If 


(  I*  ) 

If  the  fubjects  of  America  had  pro¬ 
perly  remonftrated  againft  the  A£t  in 
quell  ion,  they  would  have  incurred 
no  cenfure  of  mine,  nor  Ihould  I,  in 
that  cafe,  have  been  very  zealous 
againft  our  repealing  an  Adt  after  rea¬ 
sons  had  been  properly  offered  againft 
it,  which  reafons,  when  it  was  palled 
were  not  under  conlideration  ;  but 
now  to  repeal  an  Aft,  which  has  been 
folemnly  and  deliberately  made, 
merely  becaufe  a  licentious  and  tu¬ 
multuous  rabble,  countenanced  per¬ 
haps  by  thofe  who  ought  to  have  be¬ 
haved  better,  has  endangered  the 
lives,  and  invaded  the  property  of  his 
Majefty’s  fubjects  and  fervants,  under 
a  pretence  forfooth  of  being  the  pa¬ 
trons  of  liberty,  feems  to  be  a  ftride 
towards  anarchy  and  confufion,  a 
ftroke  at  conftitutional  and  rational 
freedom,  which  ought  to  make  every 
fenltble  lover  of  his  country  tremble. 

The 


(  *7  ) 

*  ,  f  „  ( 

The  Honourable  Gentleman  will 

excufe  me — he  does  not  often  con¬ 
vince  me,  but  I  confels  he  frequently 
makes  me  laugh :  he  lias  a  happy  ta¬ 
lent  at  deviating  into  joke  ;  an  honour¬ 
able  member,  who  has  been  cenfured 
for  having  advifed  the  meafure  now 
under  debate,  fays,  when  he  propofed 
the  tax,  he  frequently  aiked  the  houfe 
if  any  gentleman  would  object  to  the 
right,  and  that  nobody  attempted  to 
deny  it.  Inftead  of  admitting  this  as 
a  proof  that  the  Honourable  Gentle¬ 
man  fubmitted  his  opinion  to  others, 
and  had  the  moil  refpedtable  fanftion 
for  it,  his  honourable  opponent  ob- 
ferves,  that  there  is  a  modejly  in  the  houfe 
that  does  not  chufe  to  contradict  a  Minijler  : 
but  what  then  >  does  it  follow  that  a 
Minifter  who  afks  the  opinion  of  the 
houfe  has  not  done  all  that  he  can  do 
or  tliat  when  he  has  done  all  that  he 

C  can 
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can  do,  he  is  to  blame  for  not  hav¬ 
ing  done  more  ? 

* 

There  is,  however,  another  piece  of 
wit  which  this  Gentleman  has  thought 

fit  to  fubflitute  for  argument,  that  I 
cannot  let  pafs :  he  tells  us,  that  the 
Honourable  Gentleman  has  menti¬ 
oned  the  flockholders,  and  then  adds, 
that  he  hopes  the  debts  of  the  nation 
are  not  reckon’d  as  part  of  the  nati¬ 
onal  eflate  ;  would  he  infinuate  by 
this  that  the  ftockholder,  and  the 
itockholder  alone,  may  legally  be 
taxed,  though  not  virtually  reprefent- 
ed  ?  the  national  debt  is  money  due 
to  individuals,  this  money  is  their 

eft  are  ;  the  national  eflate  is  out  of  the 
queflion  ;  this  eflate  of  the  creditors 
of  the  public  is  taxed  by  perfons 
whom  they  do  not  chufe,  and  who 
do  not  virtually  reprefent  them ;  it  is 

either  legally  taxed,  or  illegally ;  if 

ille- 
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illegally,  to  what  tends  his  queftion  ? 
if  legally,  to  what  tends  his  argu¬ 
ment  ? 

» 

As  to  the  diftindion  between  inter¬ 
nal  and  external  taxes,  fome  gentle¬ 
men  have  faid  that  they  did  not  un. 
derftand  it,  and  I  confels  myfelf  to 
be  one  of  the  number:  the  Honour¬ 
able  Gentleman  fays,  that  there  is  a 
plain  diftindion  between  taxes  to  raife 
a  revenue,  and  duties  impofed  to  re¬ 
gulate  trade  and  accommodate  the 
fubjed.  But  what  is  the  diftindion 
that  is  fo  plain  ?  Why  the  diftindion 
is  only  in  the  purpofe  for  which  the 
tax  is  laid  ;  a  power  to  tax  for  one 
purpofe,  is  a  power  to  tax  for  ano¬ 
ther;  beftdes,  external  taxes  are  fre¬ 
quently  laid  primarily  to  pay  intcreft 
for  money  borrowed  in  confcquence 

of  fupplies  granted  by  the  Commons, 

C  2  and 
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and  not  merely  to  regulate  trade,  or 
accommodate  the  fubjedt ;  the  tax  to 
raife  intereft  for  the  fupply  is,  or 
ought  to  be,  laid  fo  as  to  anfwer  other 

!  -  •  *  .  ■  y  •  v  .  4 

purpofes,  and  all  the  taxes  laid  to  re¬ 
gulate  trade  and  accommodate  the 
fubjedt,  are  carried  to  the  fupply. 

The  Gentleman  fuppofes  that  the 
commercial  fyftem  of  America,  may 
be  altered  to  advantage,  and  fo  do  I 
too :  he  willies  aifo  that  a  day  may 
be  appointed  to  conlider  the  date  of 
the  nation  with  refpedt  to  America, 
and  hopes  that  gentleman  will  come 
to  this  debate  with  temper  -  and  im¬ 
partiality,  fo  do  I  too :  he  may  alfo, 
for  aught  I  know,  wilh  that  our  con- 
ftitution  was  improved,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  no  gentleman  here  would 
be  againft  improving  it.  Gentlemen 
may  perhaps  differ  with  refpedt  to 
the  alterations  that  may  be  propofed 

as 


(  ) 

« 

as  improvements,  but  what  have  we 
at  piefent  to  do  with  thefe  peradven- 
tures  ?  As  there  can  be  no  doubt^ 
tropes  and  figures  and  jokes  afide,  but 
that,  as  the  conftitution  now  ftands, 
England  has  a  right  to  tax  her  colo¬ 
nies,  and  that  the  exercife  of  that 
power  over  the  Britifh  fubjeds  in 
America,  which  is,  and  has  long  been, 
exercifed  over  many  Britifh  fubjeds 
in  England,  will  not  make  them  ei¬ 
ther  baftards  or  flaves ;  as  no  legal 
rcmonftrancc  has  been  made  to  go¬ 
vernment  from  America  againft  the 
Ad  in  queftion ;  and  as  there  is  no  rea- 
fon  to  repeal  it  but  the  tumults  of  a 
mob,  who  have  broken  windows, 

plundered  houfes,  and  threatened  to 

# 

cut  throats,  I  mull  beg  leave  to  tell  the 
Houfe  vahat  is  really  my  opinion  ;  it  is,  that 
the  Stamp-Abl  be  not  repealed,  no  not 


(  22  .  ) 

conditionally ,  nor  in  part,  but  that  it  re¬ 
main  ABSOLUTELY  and  TOTALLY  iq 
FORCE, 


